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Mr* VlUioffl J* Curran 
i'rancaa Glesjnar Leo Professor of 
Legal ^Viloine 
Harvani ^niver:iity, 

Cambridge » ^‘^aas* 

Dear Mr. Cumin» 

A letter like yours to thn loxk ^'ines (12/15/74) and the ideas you state 
BO lucidly ore both long o'Turdue* Thank you very mucht 

The actuality ia even worse than you aoy in citing the JFfSi oaaei '****tho modlcal 
examination of Preaidont Kennedy’s body and the Inrestigatlon at the aoena of President 
Kennedy asaasaiziation, raieea serious questions about the level of expertnesa and sophi- 
stication in our Judicial and medical oocsuuiiitles oonoeztiing the field of legal medioind.’' 

Lest I shock you or seum p^suaptioua because I am neither a doctor nor a lawyer 
let me first aanurc^ you that I have other expertise and have spent on that one case more 
time than would be required to earn several Pl^s* I am what ia called an investigative 
roportert have been a Senate inveati^pstor and was an intelligonoe analyst in 0*S*3* in 
World War II* I am the inveatigator for the James £arl Ray defense and it is on my work 
expertly used by a lawyer whose first roal case this ia that la responsible for a federal 
Judgo now oonaidezlng whrrtiiar to grant Ray a trial* Wot a ^new" trial because he had none* 
Our poreoedent of discovery in habeas oorpua» already exercised to the extent corrupt 
offioiala oould not f^rustratey has been unaninously uffiroed by the 6th olrcuit and the 
^^qpr^ae Court has asked for a 'filing by January 6 in its consideration of whether to 
grant the State of Tennosuee’a request for oert* 

Althou^ the murder was that a President there never was. by anvon^ * what 
oould be called an *’lnvestigntlan at the scene" of the dime* As one illustratlonK of 
this Inerodible truth, it was a secret until I brought it to li^t that a pieoe of 
JTX’s skull was found the next day by a student* It was known to be missing and was 
never looked for* And as I also brought to light in the first of ay aorles of books, 
evidence alleged to exist in the building wasn’t oven lodcsd for until 10 months later* 

The F3I and the Dallas police never did it on thoir own* LVon ttoao lllAstratioiia fall 
far, for short of the incredible ti*uth* I mean by this bf^yond question, not Just 
reasotiablo quostiona* 'Jorse, there Is no roaaonable question a'x>ut either porjurjr or 
its suboxTuition* Counsel who was reaponslble for this in the medico-le^^ area later 
become District Attocney of i'hiladelphia* When he was silent after X charged this in 
my second book and there dared him to sue me, I vent to his oity, phoned t}ie news- 
papers to tell them I would be tasking this same charge in a public npeooh, did it, snd 
ha remained and mains without protest* purpose, of course, waa to dranatiaQ exactly 
what you say* It can still be dane and in another saxsatlQQal case, too* 

I ask that what followa be kept confidential* I think thu roasons will bo obvious* 

^ first book, <yhich b ul. lda up)%io madioo^legol ovidence, devotes more attenticHi 
to it than any other responaihlo work if not all others combined. Much of tho second 
book i;i d»ivot 0 d to carrying thia forward. My longeat book, one I cen*t get printed and 
can't afford to bring out as a private prihtlng,ia entirely on it and what as I wrote it 
over a period of years appeared to oe to bo necessary for comprehension* ^ have obtained 
essential la.dico-legnl evidence the Warren Goncoiasiaa did not have and I have aoked its 
witnosi^a question it did not aide of tlw^'m. However, my work is so definitivi it doe« not 



depend on eye-Hitnt^ssefl, The Cotaaisiiion and tltfj federal inveuti^satlve agencies abused 
the Koedlcal witnesses those it called - and the closest eyo^ltnesses it never called* 

The faults of the JFK autopsy are such tliat whilo it oon fairly said of i)rs. 

Hunea and Boswoll that they lacked ”expcrtneso sophistication** these fallings are 

ni^ally dUnnatorlal* If I>r« Flnck was not an a itheAtic forensic pathologlat although 
"qualified** ha la without inao(»nce* As a matter of n fact countless people inside 
the gov^jmwjnt know that tlie prootoool and tho tostiiaony about it were fakes and as 
with everything I have told you or will toll yoUf I havti the documentary proof in ay 
posc^esriion and if you can over come here you can aeo all of It* 

At the risk of eoocdng craaiy, I tell you that theru is no single wound either 
victia sustained that ii acourateGLy and honestly described* tfith two are not even 
whero they aire said to liavo been and if there were only three* then the third 1§ not 
as described* ^onn of the tenable etldoncc that survives and some was detitroyed 
the ^oriB!i3:3lon saw it - is unaltered or even os described* If you doubt cw on this 
se em i ng ly hysterical aeries of incredibilities # in confidonce I will send you official 
cortifioatlon of the deatruotlQU of thin evidence* I got it as a conaequance of one of 
the four suits I have filed under the Fre^dcKa of Information law* 5 U*S*C* b52* lour 
law library should identify ao on these* especially WetAbera^ v, ^ 

on the suppressed spectrographic analysis* which went to the Sto^reme Court and you will 
fliui was a factor in the amending of the law and tho ovor-riding of Ford's veto* (dongreo- 
aional deoord* 30* 1974) Subifequeht to the over-riding of tho veto I have started 
throui^h my odainiatrative "roaedles** agcdji* this time iiicludlng the ntutron-aotivation 
testing of which I have both psroof and partial rceults and have for nome years* despite 
what you inay have read in th*? awdlcal perons* 

I Qscuao tills will seiia forout to you* lou will find* if you take tlio time to 
satisfy youraolf, that it is far short of thqrealiiy* jukl I think tliat tliis work and 
what I hav»5 <lone in tho ^ing case can land theaselvus to the achioving of tho essential 
objactlvoa of youi'^etter* ilovovcr* among its roquiremouts will be professional courage* 

Tha Riedical examiner in the King case* based on questions I wrote out in advance 
for Jim i»eaar (20^484-6023) perjured hlioself In his tostimony in tha evldentiaxy heaa>- 
ing thr'.t began in Memx^s October 22* A transcript is not yet available?* 1 believe newiv- 
papor account are* Cq are Lnwyora* not o* /4ui I obtained liia autopsy by C*A* 718-70* 
fodoral ttl.ntrlct court for the District of caiumbia* In time the transcript will be 
availablo* His utterly inadequatu autopsy roport proves bis t^stluony was false about 
the material* Hie testiriiny olono proves hiiii prootoool was at least inaih^quate* I was 
not in tho court room when he tostil'iod bacuuue 1 l our *to ezamiiie 

the riinaiant of bullet (alwcyo official described as a bulG.et^ and another hit of evi- 
dontiory fakoiy* Hiji on thef;c- poiiits woe not cross ex.:WgLnsd ann there was no 

rebuttal witness* Particularly uux the FBI cxiiort who naa sworn falsely eai'lier* 

Were there to be a move to dlsoccredlt all those lEen who arc ac redlted and vlx) 
did what I have suEmaarisod* I think the necessazy proceedlngB would do more to establish 
the need for what you desire than anythtng else* And were therr. to be such an effort. I 
would require protection on the coropletud but Anpjri-nted bo k* Post but no laore* 

The secrot evidence is oppoaito thu official acviounts* lou can get a bit ol* tlw# 
flalpor of tha newes;^ book in wltloh Cesar and I collaborated from tha enclos«;a flyer* rhnt 
transcript also includes disproof of t>ie so-called medical evidence* 

I am proporod to show you \t\mt 1 believe is more than enou^ of tids secret proof* 

bincscrcly* 



^*arold Weisberg 



